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The main objectives of this study are: (1) to find out whether or not Think 
Talk-Write method of cooperative learning is more effective than Direct Instruction 
method for teaching writing to seventh grade students of SMP N 1 Kaliori in 
academic year 2017/2018. (2) to find out whether or not students with high creativity 
have better writing achievement than those with low creativity of the seventh grade 
students of SMP N 1 Kaliori in academic year 2017/2018. (3) to find out whether or 
not there is any the interaction between teaching methods and creativity for teaching 
writing at the the seventh grade students of SMP N 1 Kaliori in academic year 
2017/2018. 
This study is experimental study. The population of the research is 194 
students of seventh grade students‟ of SMP N 1Kaliori in the academic year 
2017/2018. The total sample were 44 students taken from two classes, 7.7 and 7.8 
were the sample. The instument of this research is writing test and creativity test. In 
analyzed the data using ANOVA or multifactor analysis and Tukey test. 
The research finding shows that: (1) Think Talk Write method is more 
effective to teach writing than Direct Instruction method to seventh grade students of 
SMP N 1 Kaliori in academic year 2017/2018. (2) The students who have high 
creativity have better writing skill than those who have low creativity of the seventh 
grade students of SMP N 1 Kaliori in academic year 2017/2018. (3) There is an 
interaction between teaching method and students creativity in teaching writing at the 
the seventh grade students of SMP N 1 Kaliori in academic year 2017/2018. 
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Abstrak 
Penelitian ini bertujuan: (1) untuk mengetahui apakah metode Think Talk 
Write lebih efektif daripada metode Direct Instruction dalam pengjaran menulis. (2) 
untuk mengetahui perbedaan pengaruh tingkat kreativitas belajar tinggi dan kreativitas 
belajar rendah terhadap pembelajaran menulis dan (3) untuk mengetahui pengaruh 
interaksi metode pembelajaran dan kreativitas belajar terhadap pembelajaran menulis. 
Penelitian ini menggunakan model eksperimen. Jumlah populasi penelitian 
ini 194 siswa kelas VII SMP N 1 Kaliori tahun pelajaran 2017/2018. Jumlah sampel 
penelitian ini adalah 44 siswa dari dua kelas, yaitu kelas 7.7 dan 7.8. Pada kelas 
eksperimen diberi perlakuan menggunakan Think Talk Write sementara kelas kontrol 
menggunakan Direct Instruction. Teknik pengumpulan data menggunakan tes menulis 
dan dan tes kreativitas. Teknik analisis data yang digunakan adalah ANOVA atau 
analisis multifaktor varian dan tes Tukey. 
Hasil penelitian menunjukkan bahwa: (1) penggunaan metode Think Talk 
Write lebih efektif daripada penggunaan Direct Instruction untuk pembelajaran 
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menulis. (2) siswa yang memiliki tingkat kreativitas tinggi lebih baik dalam 
pembelajaran menulis daripada siswa yang memiliki tingkat kreativitas rendah. (3) 
ada interaksi antara metode pembelajaran dan kreativitas siswa  terhadap 
pembelajaran menulis 
 
Keywords: Think Talk Write, Kreativitas, Menulis 
 
1. INTRODUCTION 
Writing which belongs to productive skill has an important role because through 
writing the students take their ideas, thoughts, and emotions. The teaching method 
applied by the teachers is one of the important factors influencing students‟ writing 
skill. One of them is Think Talk Write method. Huinker and Laughlin (1996: 82) state 
that Think Talk Write method makes students to think, develop, organize, and check 
their ideas in the group discussion before writing. So, the use of Think Talk Write 
method in teaching writing can motivate the students and create opportunities for 
students to be active and to work cooperatively. 
 Based on the description above, the researcher is interested in carrying out the 
research entitled “The Effectiveness of Think Talk Write method in Teaching Writing 
Viewed From Students‟ Creativity (An Experimental Research at the Seventh Grade  
Students of SMP N 1 Kaliori in Academic Year of 2017/2018). The results of the 
research are expected to have benefit both theoretically and practically. (1) 
Theoritically: The study will give explanation of result of using Cooperative Learning 
method especially Think Talk Write in teaching writing. (2) Practically: (a) English 
Teacher: The result of this research will be beneficial for the English teacher to 
improve their method in teaching English, especially writing. It can give more 
information to the English teacher about effective method for teaching writing (b) The 
other researchers: The research will motivate the other reserachers to study and find 
out the more effective and better technique to be compared and prove the research 
study. The researcher hopes this research can be a reference for them who take an 
experimental research. 
 This study is based on research conducted by previous research. Lucena and 
Jose (2016) showed that cooperative learning is an effective approach to develop and 
enhance the speaking skills of the students in Elementary school. Liang (2012) added 
the effects of cooperative learning on EFL junior high school learners‟ language 
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learning, motivation toward learning English as a foreign language. Muhammed 
(2016) focused to explore English language teachers‟ attitude towards cooperative 
learning in English language classes. Raba (2017) focused on the influence of Think 
Pair Share on improving students‟ oral communication skills in EFL Classroom. 
Nuraini (2017) showed that Think Talk Write is effective for teach writing in Senior 
High School. Purnawan and Aryanti (2017) focused to to improve the students‟ 
achievement in writing recount texts among the students through the implementation 
of Think Talk Write. Budiyono and Riyadi (2017) focused to to determine which one 
gives better mathematical achievement who are tought using Think Talk Write or 
Direct learning model in the topic of function. Suminar & Putri (2015) investigated 
the effectiveness TTW (Think- Talk-Write) in teaching writing descriptive text. This 
study is experimental design. 
 Norzoles (2017) investigated the effect of Student Team Achievement 
Division (STAD) as a cooperative learning approach in enhancing the academic 
performance of the English as Foreign Language (EFL) learners. Maman & Rajab 
(2016). focused on describing the implementation of cooperative learning model of 
(NHT) at the Junior High students. Glomo (2012) discussed about the effects of 
Think-Pair-Share, a cooperative learning approach in enhancing the academic 
performance of the English as Second Language (ESL) students. Raba (2017) added 
about influence of Think Pair Share on improving students‟ oral communication skills 
in EFL Classroom. Ali (2016) investigated the effects of using Reciprocal 
Cooperative Learning Instruction to enhance the English reading comprehension and 
learning motivation of EFL freshmen.  
 Karacop (2017) investigated the influence of a Jigsaw method based on 
cooperative learning and a confirmatory laboratory method on prospective science 
teachers‟ achievements of physics in science teaching laboratory practice courses. 
Ahour (2012) showed the effect of Cooperative Directed Reading on the writing 
performance of ESL undergraduate students. Nasrun (2016) focused to find out 
whether the type of cooperative learning implementing Numbered Head Together 
model to improve students learning outcomes in Elementary school. Crow and Nelson 
(2012 investigated the use of role play in an undergraduate university course design to 
prepare students to become public school coaches and physical education teachers. 
Wirda & Hidayat (2017) showed that there is an influence of learning method to the 
student's ability in thinking creatively. Radja (2017) described how talking chips and 
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Fan-N-Pick learning model to improve seventh grade students‟ motivation and 
learning outcomes in Junior high school. Castillo (2007) focused to establish 
Cooperative Learning strategies to help students to improve their oral production in 
English. 
 
2. RESEARCH METHOD 
This study is experimental study with quantitative approach. The research used 
factorial design, because this design used to analyze the main effects for both 
experimental variables as well as analysis of the interaction between the treatments. 
The population of this study was the seventh grade students of SMP N 1 Kaliori. The 
total sample is 44 students taken from two classess 7.7 and 7.8. this study used writing 
test and creativity test as the instrument of the research. this study focused on the 
teaching writing used Think Talk Write method in experimental class, meanwhile the 
control class used Direct Instruction method viewed from students‟ creativity in 
learning English. The data were analyzed by using ANOVA and Tukey test. Before 
analyzing it, the researcher analyzed normality and homogeneity test. Nomality test is 
to know the data have normal distribution or not (Gunawan, 2015: 67)  and 
homogeneity test is used to know the data are homogeneous or not (Gunawan, 2015: 
77) 
 
3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
Score of The Students Taught Using Think Talk Write Method (A1). 
Based on the normality test, the sample of the Students Taught Using Think Talk 
Write Method (A1) is in the nomal distribution because    = 0.117891is lower than 
  = 0.190. the sample of variance is homogeneous because   
  (2.241805) is lower 
than         
 (7.81). There are 22 students who are taught using  Think Talk Write 
method. The mean score is 67,41. the highest score is 87 and the lowest score is 48. 
The median is 69. The standard deviation is 12,03. The histogram and polygon can be 





Figure 1.1: Histogram and Polygon of the data A1 
 
 
Score of  The Students Taught Using Direct Instruction Method(A2). 
Based on the normality test, the sample of the Students Taught Using Direct 
Instruction Method(A2) is in the nomal distribution because    = 0.068178 is lower 
than   = 0.190. The sample of variance is homogeneous because   
  (2.241805) is 
lower than         
 (7.81). There are 22 students who are taught using  Direct 
Instruction method. The means score is 63.77. the highest score is 43 and the lowest 
score is 82. The median is 64,5. The standard deviation is 12,03. The frequency 
distribution, histogram and polygon can be seen in figure 1.2: 
Figure 1.2: Histogram and Polygon of the data A2 
 
 
Score of  The Students Who Having High Creativity (B1) 
 Based on the normality test, the sample of the Students Who Have High Creativity 
(B1) is in the nomal distribution because    = 0.0913 is lower than   = 0.190. The 
sample of variance is homogeneous because   
  (2.241805) is lower than 
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74,41. the highest score is 87 and the lowest score is 65. The median is 74,5. The 
standard deviation is 5,94. The frequency distribution, histogram and polygon can be 
seen in figure 1.3: 
    Figure 1.3: Histogram and Polygon of the data B1 
  
 
Score Of  The Students  Having Low Creativity (B2) 
 Based on the normality test, the sample of The Students Having Low Creativity (B2) 
is in the nomal distribution because    = 0,06765 is lower than   = 0.190. The sample 
of variance is homogeneous because   
  (2.241805) is lower than         
 (7.81).There 
are 11 students having low creativity. The means score is 56,72. the highest score is 
67 and the lowest score is 43. The median is 56,5. The standard deviation is 6,00. The 
frequency distribution, histogram and polygon can be seen in figure 1.4 
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Score Of  The Students Having High Creativity Who Are Taught Using Think 
Talk Write Method (A1B1) 
 Based on the normality test, the sample of the Students Having High Creativity Who 
Are Taught Using Think Talk Write Method (A1B1) is in the nomal distribution 
because    = 0,15236 is lower than   = 0.190. The sample of variance is 
homogeneous because   
  (2.241805) is lower than         
 (7.81)The descriptive 
analysis of the data A1B1 shows that the highest score is 87 and the lowest score is 71. 
The mean score of the students‟ writing  is 78.18, the median is 78 and the standard 
deviation is 4,30. The histogram and polygon can be seen in figure 1.5: 
Figure 1.5: Histogram and Polygon of the data A1B1 
 
Score Of  The Students Having Low Creativity Who Are Taught Using Think 
Talk Write Method (A1B2) 
 Based on the normality test, the sample of the Students Having Low Creativity Who 
Are Taught Using Think Talk Write Method (A1B1) is in the nomal distribution 
because    = 0,17475 is lower than   = 0.190. The descriptive analysis of the data 
A1B2 shows that the highest score is 82 and the lowest score is 65. The mean score of 
the students‟ writing  is 70,63, the median is 69 and the standard deviation is 4,92. 
The, histogram and polygon can be seen in figure 1.6: 


















65-69 70-74 75-79 80-84
 8 
 
Score of  The Students Having High Creativity Who Are Taught Using Direct 
Instruction Method (A2B1) 
Based on the normality test, the sample of The Students Having High Creativity Who 
Are Taught Using Direct instruction Method (A2B1) is in the nomal distribution 
because    = 0,182636 is lower than   = 0.190. The descriptive analysis of the data 
A2B1 shows that the highest score is 48 and the lowest score is 67. The mean score of 
the students‟ writing  is 56,54, the median is 56 and the standard deviation is 5,44. 
The histogram and polygon can be seen in figure 1.7: 
Figure 1.7: Histogram and Polygon of the data A2B1 
 
Score of  The Students Having Low Creativity Who Are Taught Using Direct 
Instruction (A2B2) 
 Based on the normality test, the sample of the Students Having Low Creativity Who 
Are Taught Using Direct Instruction Method (A2B2) is in the nomal distribution 
because    = 0,1524 is lower than   = 0.190. The descriptive analysis of the data 
A2B2 shows that the highest score is 43 and the lowest score is 64. The mean score of 
the students‟ writing  is 56,91, the median is 60 and the standard deviation is 6,77. 
The histogram and polygon can be seen in figure 1.8: 
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This experimental research is one of the ways to enhance in teaching writing for 
eleventh grade students. The followibg is the discussion of the research findings are as 
follows: 
 Think Talk Write method is more effective than Direct Instruction method to 
teach writing. In the implementation Think Talk Write , the students think, develop, 
organize, and check their ideas in the group discussion before writing. The use of 
Think Talk Write in teaching writing can motivate the students and create 
opportunities for students to be active and to work cooperatively. Otherwise in Direct 
Instruction, Instruction the teacher has a big role in the activity, so the students have 
lack opportunities in the classroom. The students just become the follower and depend 
on the teacher during teaching and learning process and usually work individually. 
Students mainly passive and attention span of the students may be limited. 
 Students who have high creativity have better writing skill than students who 
have low creativity. The students are called having high creativity when they are able 
to produce something new in their activitues. Highly creative students are usually 
active, curious, enthusiastic, and perform hard effort to gain the goal better than 
students who having low creativity. One‟s of creativity can be seen in his or her 
eagerness to take part in an activity enthusiastically, to come up with new and fresh 
idea, to behave assertively and to share with others. They make some innovation with 
the material given to them. Otherwhise, students with low creativity tend to be 
passive. They do any kind of tasks only based on the instruction given and do not 
really lie if they are asked to think beyond what is given. They will find it difficult to 
explore their ideas and come up with the new ideas. They also like something simple 
and like being guided.  
 There is an interaction between teaching methods and creativity in teaching 
writing It is undeniable that teaching methods used by the teacher in the class gives a 
big influence for the success of the teaching and learning process. By using Think 
Talk Write, the students have several opportunities to develop their ideas, rehearse 
their language, and receive feedback on both language and content. Think Talk Write 
is a method developed to encourage students participation in classroom .To apply 
Think Talk Write, the students should have high creativity because they need produce 
new ideas in their minds to produce writing.  It means that, Think Talk Write is more 
effective to teach writing for students who have high creativity. Meanwhile, Direct 
Instruction places the students to be passive learning role.it means that the students 
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spend of their time during the school day being taught or supervised by teachers of 
working their own. Students who have low creativity tend to be passive in joining the 
teaching and learning process especially learning to write. They just follow the pattern 
and material that given by the teacher.  
 
4. CONCLUSION 
Based on the result of the research, some conclusions can be drawn as follows: (1) 
Think Talk Write method is more effective to teach writing than Direct Instruction 
method to seventh grade students of SMP N 1 Kaliori in academic year 2017/2018. 
(2) The students who have high creativity have better writing skill than those who 
have low creativity of the seventh grade students of SMP N 1 Kaliori in academic 
year 2017/2018. (3) There is an interaction between teaching method and students 
creativity in teaching writing at the the seventh grade students of SMP N 1 Kaliori in 
academic year 2017/2018.  
 There are some suggestions for the english teacher and the other researcher, it can be 
listed as follows: (1) The English teacher: It is important for the teachers to make 
teaching and learning situation especially in teaching writing become active and 
interesting rather than stressful and boring. Therefore, they should apply Think Talk 
Write to make students enjoy their learning in class. The more students enjoy in 
learning, the more effective learning is. Think Talk Write gives students chance to 
develop ideas deeply, create effective teamwork, work collaboratively, learn criticize, 
and accept criticism. (2) The Other Researcher: A similar research with different 
population characteristic is possible to be done The results of this research can be 
used as an additional reference for a similar research with different variables. It may 
be worthwhile to have another research with the different attributive variables such as 
students‟ intelligence, students‟ motivation, or students‟ interest. 
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